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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 13, 14, 17, 27. 33-35, 45, and 67-70 are pending in the present 
application. 

This Amendment is in response to the Office Action mailed September 24, 
2003. In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 13, 14, 17, 27, 33-35, 
45, and 67-70 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. The Examiner rejected claims 1, 13, 14, 17, 
27, 33-35, 45. and 67-70 under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

Applicant has previously submitted new drawings 6-1 1 and amendments to 
the specification. The Examiner rejected the new drawings and amendments to 
the specification. Reconsideration in light of the amendments and remarks mad© 
herein is respecttilly requested. 

I. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. S 112 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 13, 14, 45. 67. and 68 under 35 USC112. 
Claims 1, 13, 14, 45, 67. and 68 do not add new matter as the Examiner 
suggested. Applicant has considered the Examiner's argument on page 4 of the 
Office Action but is unable to find any significance in a difference between 
"accessing the functionality of a consumer device" and "controlling multi-user 
access to the functionality of consumer devices". Certainly the latter is a subset of 
the former, because if multiple users access to the device Is controlled then the 
multiple users will access the device. 

Moreover, applicant disagrees that claims 13. 27, 28, 33-35, 69 and 70 do 
not contain sufficient information regarding the claimed features. The features in 
those claims would be understood by one skilled in the art. For those reasons, the 
rejection with regard to 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 is moot. 
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II. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U,S,C- S 103fa^ 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 13, 14, 17, 27, 33-35, 
45, and 67-70 under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S, Patent 
No. 5,990.803 issued to Park ("Park'*) in view of U.S. Patent No, 5,920,642 issued 
to Merjanian (" Marjanian "). and further in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art 
C'AAPA"). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections for the following reasons. 

Park discloses a multifunctional remote controller for controlling multiple 
appliances. The remote controller Includes a menu selector for displaying 
predetemnined menus on the screen, a controller for outputting data, and a data 
transmitter for transmitting data of the controller ( Park , column 1 , lines 26-32). 
Park also discloses a control method comprising the steps of displaying menus on 
the screen, selecting a desired menu and perfbmiing a mode operation 
corresponding to the selected menu (Park , column 1, lines 37-40). Park, however, 
does not disclose establishing a system state being a previous used state by the 
first user. 

Merjanian discloses a remote control In combination with a set-top box 
( Merjanian. column 3, lines 27-28). The set-top box stores the preference setting 
for several operators to allow the preference setting to be adjusted to each 
operator fMerianlan . column 3, lines 47-51). Unlike the present invention, the 
preference setting in Merjanian . however, is not the state that was the previous 
used state by the first user the last time he/she had access to the remote control, 

AAPP discloses that if a second user wants his or her own preferences in 
the user interface, he or she would have to start from the Initial screen or system 
state. In contrast, the present invention allows the second user to be at the state 
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he/she previous used, rather than having to start from the initial screen or state 
after he/she logged on. 

Park . Merjanian . and AAPP, taken alone or in any combination, do not 
disclose, suggest, or render obvious establishing a system state being a previous 
used state by the first user. This aspect of the invention is supported in the 
specification in Fig. 4 and on page 5 (lines 18-20), page 6 (line 10-13), page 8 
(lines 20-22), and page 13 (lines 7-11). 

Therefore, Applicant believes that the claimed invention is distinguishable 
over the cited prior art references. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests 
that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant requests that the Examiner enter the amendments to the 
specification and the new drawing figures 6-1 1 submitted in the previous office 
action response. Applicant further asserts that the claims are in a condition for 
allowance for the reasons stated above. 

If the Examiner has any further questbns, please do not hesitate to contact 
me. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of any fees 
associated with this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account 
No. 04-1175. 



DISCOVISION ASSOCIATES 

INTEUUECTUAL PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT 

P.O.BOX 19616 
IRVINE. OA 92623 
(949) 660-5000 



P:\ABG\PPD\ER\1 604\02V\MEND_05.DOC 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: December 24. 2003 




Micah P. Goldsmith, Esq. 
Reg. No. 43.638 
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